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This course is designed to be a detailed and rigorous, though hardly comprehensive, introduction to a wide variety of issue of contemporary concern in epistemology.  The aim of the course is to familiarize majors and other students who already have an introductory background in philosophy with the central concepts and arguments at play in contemporary work in epistemology.  Your goal should be to master this material sufficiently to enable you to develop your own informed critical perspective on these issues. 

REQUIRED Reading:  

Matthias Steup, An Introduction to Contemporary Epistemology.
Course Pack (available from Copez); course pack readings are also available on electronic reserve in the main library.  I will also try to make them all available for download from our course’s Carmen site.
Assignments:  Each student will be required to write two 5-7 page papers, and take a Midterm and Final Examination.  A selection of topics will be provided for the two papers.  Students are advised to write on one of these topics but may write on a topic of their own with my prior approval.  The two papers and the midterm exam will each be worth 20% of your grade, while the final exam will be worth 40%.  

My office hours will be Tuesdays and Thursdays from 3:30-4:30.  My office is UH 314b.  My office phone number is 688-5542.  My e-mail address is taschek.1@osu.edu. 

Students with disabilities that have been certified by the Office of Disability Services will be appropriately accommodated.  They should inform me as soon as possible of their needs.  The Office of Disability Services is located in 150 Pomerene Hall, 1760 Neil Avenue; telephone 292-3307; TDD 292-0901; http://www.ods.ohio-state.edu/
Proposed Syllabus

What follows is doubtless an overly ambitious syllabus.  We will probably not have the time to read and discuss all of the material listed here.  As we go along, I will make it clear what papers to focus on for class discussion.  We may also find that we want to spend more time on some topics and less time on others, depending on the class’s interests.  So the dates below are primarily a guide and not a contract.  Keeping track of where we are and what we are discussing is your responsibility.  

Week I:  January 3, 5  
Steup, Chapters 1 and 2
Gettier, “Is Justified True Belief Knowledge?”  
Feldman, “An Alleged Defect in Gettier Counter-examples” 
Lehrer/Paxson, “Knowledge:  Undefeated Justified True Belief”  [The Journal of Philosophy, Vol. 66, No. 8. (Apr. 24, 1969), pp. 225-237 (JSTOR)]
Dretske, “Conclusive Reasons”  
Week II:  January 10, 12  
Continue with the above

Goldman, “A Causal Theory of Knowing” [The Journal of Philosophy, Vol. 64, No. 12. (Jun. 22, 1967), pp. 357-372 (JSTOR)]
Week III:  January 17, 19  [First paper assigned]
Kripke, “A Priori Knowledge, Necessity and Contingency

Quine, “Two Dogmas of Empiricism”  [The Philosophical Review, Vol. 60, No. 1. (Jan., 1951), pp. 20-43 (JSTOR)]
Casullo, “A Priori/A Posteriori”; “A Priori Knowledge” 

Week IV: January 24, 26 
Steup, Chapter 4

Alston, “Concepts of Epistemic Justification” 
Foley, “Justified Belief as Responsible Belief”  

Sosa, “Skepticism and the Internal/External Divide” 

Week V: January 31, February 2   [Midterm Exam]
Steup, Chapters 5 and 6
Descartes, “Meditation I” 

Alston, “Two Types of Foundationalism”
Alston, “Foundationalism” 

Week VI:  February 7, 9  [First paper due]
Steup, Chapters 6 and 7
Bonjour, “Can Empirical Knowledge Have a Foundation?”

BonJour, “The Elements of Coherentism” 
Steup, “The Regress of Metajustification” 
Bonjour, “Reply to Steup” 
Lehrer, “Coherentism” 

Week VII:  February 14, 16

Steup, Chapter 8

Goldman’s “What is Justified Belief?” 

Conee/Feldman, “The Generality Problem for Reliabilism” 

BonJour, “Externalist Theories of Empirical Knowledge” 

Week VIII:  February 21, 23  [Second paper assigned]
Steup, Chapter 9

Quine, “Epistemology Naturalized”  

Kim, “What is ‘Naturalized Epistemology’?” 

Kornblith, “In Defense of Naturalized Epistemology” 
Week IX:  February 28, March 2

Steup, Chapter 10

Stroud, “The Problem of the External World” 

Nozick, “Knowledge and Skepticism” 

Week X:  March 7, 9 [Second paper due]
DeRose, “Solving the Skeptical Problem” [The Philosophical Review, Vol. 104, No. 1. (Jan., 1995), pp. 1-52 (JSTOR)]
Lewis, “Elusive Knowledge” 

ACADEMIC MISCONDUCT:  The University understands academic misconduct to include “any activity which tends to compromise the academic integrity of the institution, subvert the educational process” (“Committee on Academic Misconduct Procedures and Rules”, 7/15/04 <http:/oaa.osu.edu/coam/procedures.pdf>).  Examples of academic misconduct include, but are not limited to, cheating on exams or submitting papers written by another.  While it should be obvious to anyone that these are wrong, students are often less clear about what constitutes plagiarism.  “Plagiarism” is defined by the University to be “the representation of another’s works or ideas as one’s own; it includes the unacknowledged word for word use and/or paraphrase of another person’s work, and/or the inappropriate unacknowledged use of another person’s ideas.”  If there is any doubt about whether you should cite a work, it is always better to err on the side of over-acknowledgement.

I view academic misconduct of any sort as a VERY serious violation of University requirements.  University rules provide for extremely serious sanctions for academic misconduct and I will—as I am required to do—automatically forward any suspected cases of academic misconduct to the Committee on Academic Misconduct for further action.

